XJGCII CAESAR’S HEAT of* T11E PUR1IULA 

, Q/ 

Uogg Closed became an international success with unprecedented oi )T close to un- 


precedented at'ention. Gerald Posner became an international celebrity because of tiiat 

tJlJU ' / 

jook and, cf course, because of what Random House and -$&■ uncritical, unthnnldjig, sen- 
» 

s. .tlion— seeking major media did with him and with the bock# 

_ x 

tthe-- literally I vns / about to type, "his bole." But tiiat is precisly the points 

- "Aic-" / 

can it honestly be called "h^-iioalc? What is there in it that is authentically his ? 

In there a single new fact in it? Hot one. For all tnat hoopla and all that 
fawning tttention, of the little actual fact in the book almost all of it has been 


public kuo lodge for tr about tln’ee-quarters of Posner's life. There is not a single 
. public for j 

fact in it tiiat"' ITTnoifniore than half hi:.’ age. 


Even if vfiat he tooh freni tiiat i- iir.ouant fifteen-ye r-olu David Dux were factual, 

iiich it is not; and even if all tiiat he took from Failure Analysts as his when jjt was 

-adrwc factual, at it is not, what /s there in" a this book of such dedicated and deter- 

, 

mined dishonesty tiiat is Posner's and his alone? Uhat xa is liis real claim to fame ^ru l 


tkaxE Ujiiat did ho do to deserved the fortune £hat goes with it^ on. aftd\from this bool^ 

/ft t j r rj _ 

Ml ^/hat its success ra-.ans for what he writes next and after tiiat? 

'I 

-ikn- a blessed tilings excepiT * the wildest exaggerationyand /interpretations and 

judgements tiiat are not even reasonable when stacked next to the established fact# 

Renatus Hartogs, 

He magnified the offhand opinion” of Atliat sshrink of such tarnished professional 

' 

reputation, into the allegedly accurate foresset that Lee Harvey OaealdfS^was a 
n tural-oorn assassin and he laced the airways and battered the ears of interviev/ers 

. ith liis opinion that most important part of his book# 

^ Ad 

At least ip is tiie one part he can claims liis own, anyway# 


And it is worse tiiat worthless# It is a monstrous disinformation# j 

Hot a thing else in all those six hundred pages is liis and liis alone^^tf^ias^^ny 
real / meaning at all# 


T 


did conduct wliat he says were A two /: hundred interviews# A fee they not new? 


Aside from the work of others that he presents as Ms own and the factual errors 


and the omissions tlint are Mobile has not 




They are not new^ did not yieidTnew information about the assassination or about Oseald ? 

7 - # ^ /7u^ m/ mi Uj rfr'tf 

hey did not, not a s®ngle time in all too hundred of them^ An we have seen the only 

real use ho made of those interviews is to use them to hide the fact that he actually 

suppressed i/hat was public knowledge^ as his way of not re orting what was relevant and 

l*// 

what was public knowledge, by selecting wliat he Anted of those interviews , not once Using 

what hud significance and was public knowledge and pretending that the scrimshaw he 

seicted was the guts of it# it 
A Turi 


ifosenko for example , the defected KGB official wlio liad all tliat knowledge about 
Oswald, the Ifp ^ U Kosenko to whom the CIA gave Posner access and the use of him, entirely 
unprecedented, to promote Pocne * and Ills booh on international TV. With Kosenko as his 
unique and exclusive source of Oswald information, wliat did Posner really write about 
Oswald tliat lias real ippt.rtance that Kosenko said? 

Hot even wliat t^aeTTlbsenlco told th PBI and I got and published in 1975# Tliat was 
when tliis self-styled 4 ,r Wall Street lawi^r" whose fantasic career there was tliat of a 
clerk was still in college, /*c as then twenty-one years old, tliat is how long ago what 
he suppress f row* bin book with the cloak of tliat sensation, his exclusive interview 
ith Kosenko was public k nov.ledge# 

And as part of his payback for the use of Nosouko he suppressed on behalf mof the CIA 
what it iself liad confessed publicly in official testimony before the Congress, telecast 
from / coast- to-coast and long forgot en, those gruesome, subhuiqgiS details about how it 
plotted terni a ting IJorenko, by driving liira cfcasy, or by flying him over the ocaen and 


drop; jin/ bin into it. 


There i3 only one of uy books he did. not buy from me, Oswald in New Orleans# 

Clear ly^tit is the one he already liad. It also is the one not in Ills bibliography# In 
tliat book he le. rued tlitt Oswald liad a TOP SECPiHT and a CYYPTO secuijiry clearance as a 
^arine and tliat tliis is not recorded in any offical records the Commission had or the 
PBI dis losetl. This was not, to tliis new cclcbi^ity, this hew new sensation as an a 
author, of any interest or value in his version of Oswald's life, such being liis version 

oj , *' 

ed abziit this when ho ap cared at the San Francisco Green Apple book store 


lie was as a 


/ ? 

in his nut ivc Sai^'rancisco on September 29, (with Channel 4 present and also interviewing 

In 1,1 there • I lu.iv® an account o ' it from ray friend llai y erb, who was present and, along 

with two other friends, j questioned Posner durin,' ; a question period. One, a doctor, 

G ry Aguilar , "faulted Posner for misusing Dr. “artogs 'clinical' evaluation of Oswald 

when he was a truant and erring ciiii , " Hal's words. From Hal' 3 letter Posner had 

little or nothing by way of real r spoil- c to thi anu to other criticisms, like his 

asJSLng r ( ,sne • why he omitted this information about Oswald 'd high security clearance 

as a “arina. Hal also asked him what in his bihliopgraphy Posner lis£d only five of iny 

bodes, omitting Os .aid i.i xi ew Orleans , wliich held tliis and other information not con- 

a 

genial to the formula for Posner's bode, fame and fortune. Psner's rupoly was tliat he 
put in his bibluogr phy onl:/thos boolcs tliat he" a ai mtc nc "actually referred to." Hal 
then called to Posner's attention what he did use that ap? ars in tliat bonk only. In 
rc ponse, tliat as/tot Response , Posner rambled in all other directions. Hal sayd "he 
never really answered. " 

Thi.: gets to a/ very rral quesTfton; what ldlnd of man, what kind 
Posner, the man and t o writer who is this publicly dishonest and is unabashed by it? 

1’eJjh f a ct is tliat or all Posuor'a snide clacks about me, nocfi factual and some even 
irrational, tl». one that protends to bo based o fact is uniquely ffrom Oswald in Hew 
jJrleans and it is ^eHffercdy unsourced. u e gives no source for what he says I wrote and 
he lias no source f$r his f_J.se claim that it is not true, .i s nm actual . 

T ‘./hat i. his record on tliis, on ids compulsive need to put all others down as 
though, m.inl l man with the big ego that he is, tliat somehow elevates him? 

At the same time assaulting those the CIA docs not like, v/ho have been critical oj. 


^/-uv6a- _ 

fi atfthor/. i 


is 


of it of who in their wort have ^one wliat it should liavc done and did not do. 

Ilic criticisms of me did not and dp not trouble me. They are insignificant compare/ 
errant x / 

to those of tlie Officialdom ii/cerves wi tli~ them. When I was told about them x did not 
rush out and buy his book. He liad told me he would send me one of the earliest copies and 
tent to wait for it. (it never did comq) When my History ^Professor friedd Dave 

S&t 

H s 


i was coat 


Vrone started to read it he bought an c. °P7 f° r me a* 11 ! told me x should 

read it. I liad vwtwritten Posner asking. himTSJ liiJ sources for tlie criticisms and com- 


44 A 


( a picnic 

Xt was aut a>. our* home. -t Has at our farm. It was aas gniim g for Wasliington-area Jew- 


ioiT cervi.-e personnel and their families with tlio children seeing eg$s .mtthatch, playing 
/ J (gath ering just-laid^/ 

tli thu just-hatched chicks, duckling .pul goaliiirn- ~a«ther eggs from underneath the hens 


and playing with and riding un tame farm animals. The University of Maryland so liked 
v.-liat e were doing back in tho 1 g^Gs , about the time Posner vras born, it established its 


own if duplication of it ns a "touching farm" for children in tho Washington suburb of 
Wheaton. Old licWeisberg 1 s /arm did not have a good seterf. So they called it Old McDonald's 
foa-m. aut it definitely was not McStalin's, as the i?UI would liave it. 

Til ere were other such made -up slanders 


I 


v/ Uit V 


Unlike tooner, ar* wo next soon, I do ot .livo a secret life. If he liad wanted some 
urofossioiiul slanders h would Iiavo found a (selection of them from the government 
records on me tliat are in that same subject file- under my n mo. That file also, indicates 

4 *^ 

wfere where ;:o complete set of uliat was disclosed to mo is filed* It is not all official 
notinesi , either, ^e might not Ir.vo liked to learn from what the CIA disclosed that 
the records it inherited from a predecessor agency reflect that when I was an investiga- 
tive reporter I gave President Franjfiin ^ol-mo Hoosevclt ..hat I liad gotten from a then 
tv* oivhj yfPH 

associate iflia he used in one of his lY.mQ.ic ^fireside” chats. It was documentation of 
a hasi plot to take Chile over. 


X 


meat he made. Kb never answered. ns I learned laier, he was not so busy he did not 
& 

engage In coift urications with many others • But such criticisms themselves are merely 

<*! Cf? . 

minor nuisances. I was ,:orId.ng on a different book and continue /to work cat it# Ilean- 
while, when 1 had the time, I was amiotatinfTi^is oae for the historical record. I did 
that until it became app: vent that the r ~ commit record, for history li e had fabr icated^ 
liad t* • bo corrected for that liistorical record. 


up 


Posner's criticsms of me are lil: i greasy ldld stuff compared to what the FBI made 
and distributed widely (froiT its records I later^ot^ 'from the White d 0 use 


2 


down. (TLuroughly professional and widely experienced in character assassination it^old 
iiBJ t’ at my rdf 9 and I arjin "annually celebrated tlio Russian ^evolution " with a party 
of thrmty strangers at our homo# X 

Ther-“ was not a word of -truth in it. What the FBI did was give that baseless 
interpretation *it then passed of as fact tQ an annual religious gather well in advance 
of the date of tliat revolution, right after th dewish high holy days. 

1 1 nn less vicious, not less completely false, tliat also were 

d/stributed but not in that response to tliat White r Kpuse request. 

flu4* Oi*S yff tu'fij 

After living* with years of such niceties - <yhat Posner said had no impact, except as 
a measure of him. It meant so little I did not bother to remind him that he had not ans- 
v; red ms* u-jf requests for Iris withhold sources for wliat he wrote about me* 

But what soon emerged when I got to reading his book is that I was not the ex- 
ceptiou. go did that with everyone ^regarded as aHclnd of competitor, 'whose writings 
c . it adicto 4 liis. Disproved hi, really, sven as we have seen, Edward Epstein, whose 
politics are close jKto those Posner discloses are his. 

Then I remembered tliat tliis precisely v;hat he lLad done in Ids hone gel hengele. 

(With bolin Ware; (licGraw-llill ^ook Corap^hiy^^ew lorkj 1986) He uses tliat book as a 
systematic assault on the reputation of that most eminent of Nasi -hunters , Simon 
Wiesenthal, a ran so deservedly respected that a research institution in Los Angeles is 
named after him. Before Posner was born \yiesenthal was rislclng liis life daily to expose 
and to brin;; tu justice -a l l t-hon e dazis and their fellow murderers nf-fee tior War II at 


flvix ^ r . ’ 

unspeakable atrocitie^/jio differed from i-iengele <te-dcgree~on£y* of their 


_ tu 


personal involvement in torturcs^oal^ ^>oue are responsible for many raord? deaths than 
Ai engele was. 

ChocldLu^ 1 igngele it became a arent that Ppsner*s assault jfpon him and hi3 repu- 
tation v/a 3 much more e tensive than I liad recalled. 

lie re era to Wiesentlial in it on twenty-eight of its tlire^iindered and twenty 
eight paces, 'fids is on almost ten percent ox the pages of the entire book. On all but 
three of those !.v/euty-ei;dit pages Posner insults, demeans, ridicules or is nth gr 
critical cf him in other ways. One of those three exceptions is his reporting that a 
A< azi who had escaped to J^rasil hopa/^o be able to torture l^iesenthal. On another p ge 
he makes lrts one acknowl* dgoment tiiat Uiesenthal v;as right about anything. And on the 
third lie makes liis sometime pr ise , as with :ue, saying tiiat witliout Wiesentlial the 
post-war Nazi hunt might not liave Iiapvened. 

Again as with me, in noi; a single ins tan e does any of Posner’s criticisms seem 

to be necessary to his book. He uses what he writes as an excuse for assaulting the 



agecl/llasi-huntcr of/‘al^of (xliem^p 

fids is not to say tiiat otbhs i3 above criticism or tiiat any of us do not make* 

mistakes. I tiiink, for example, that Wiesentlial was wrong to defend kurtiialdheim from 

the proofs tiiat he w s involved in the ilazi horrors in Southeastern Europe, including 

Jews,^ 

in the slaughter of Greek^^articulai’lytliose from Salonika, and in what then was 
Yugoslavalia. In tide Wiesentlial was also pardr ning Waldheim for hiding Ids Nazm 
record when ho was propsed to head the United Nations and keeping it^ecret all the time 


he headed it. obviously much of the world disagreed with Wiesentlial on this but only 
a Posner <*: would seek to defame ^iim-^e^tL.t. 

and in tiiat seek to make himself look better by comparison, even more of a Uazi 
hunter. 

A decent man does to Wiesentlial 1 s reputation wliat Posner used his MsiiEge Iiengcle 


uook as an excuse for doing? 

#AndT h onorablc writer does anytliing like tiiat? 


Jo, of course not! llcver! 

Only a very small man with a very big and a very sick ego seeks to make more of 

liinself by seeking to make lens of others than they are* 

- * 

With Posner's record in Care Close d as dishonest, as deliberately, iirricrtalR intend- 


edly dishonest as wo liave seen^his gall is as ^rcat as his uninliibited ego when he 
utters a word of any kind oitcri ieism acainst anyone at all* 


Od . y 

YJjth wliat it is a Idndncs:; to refer to^Posner's mistalces, how can he possibly 
criticise anyone for what he believes are their mistalces? 

The mote in Pgsner's eye is no mere particle and it is permanent. Ha could not cast 


hi 3 mot first if he wonted to, and tliat, as is obvious on reading his book, he never 

X 

would want to do* 

"'’his is Posner's Way and he indulges it broadly in the dirtiest and most uncon- 
scionable; ways v against those ho regards as competitots or those he does not like 
when it serves no other an real purpose^ in^ Case Clo secfi^ 

Except, of c uroe, to please those in tlic government and elsewhere who hel,-ed him, 
as part of Ido payback for their invaluable assistance in making ids book what it be- 


came. Tliat also is to their interest, i.ilce tolling the world tliat the CIA did nothing 
a l all wrong, not really. Only tliat it was a mite too secretive for its own good. 
Ditto for the FBI and for all those living Warren Commission lawyers, too. H G defends 


them all and he attacks tho.se they do not like. 

The FBI disliked Sylvia Meagher to the extent tliat it tried to get the u nitod 
iiationr; to fire her. ilot for any real reason at all. Just because of the FBI’. 1 , beliefi 
of what her beliefs were. If Posner was not aware of it it is not because it is not 

M 

set forth in the very file cabinet in wldch ©h worked when he waw here, clearly identi- 
• jfiei wit; i lier name on the file folder. But the United llations would not do that, giving 
no basis^ncT mor than merely pleased with her uorlc. 

♦ibout tide and muck'$2re likes it in those very files in which he spent three days, 
all the official reflection of all those wrongful and hasicallli anti-ihnerioan tilings it 




4-V 


did, Por-ner had no. a word to say. '•‘■’hat ^fleets ldr> kind of Americanism, Ids attitude 

t ; :0 ^d t aditional- and Constitutional - American belief. But when he practises the 

identical IkOortliy/siu with “eagher he can iiardly erlticizo cuiyone else for doiuc -/lint 


h- docs even when it on is so sa . 1 vi lean in conecpt ana in aa^aon. 

Ho .-oto i.ito tlic fiuto of his adticinu of Iioagher with tide sentence, "Her boolc 
concentrated dn any testimony or eddbits that raised doubts about the final report." 
although bo immediate refers to tide as "leftist," what is wrong vdth writing. a book 
Idiot' i/cri ideal of anythin,:; at all, particularly about the Warren Report? 

How else does our society function, when it does, nc except from the people having 

access to/a 11 sides any controversy? 

And how can anyone cri icizee tlds without himself nOt ^boli .vin;; in this basic 
Americanism, tide basic need of any diverse staeexty- society, as our io,*** will bo and 
, hould be for there to be a democratic system? 

But where does fomcr get off jacking any crilicsm like tlds of anyone? 

\fhat else docs he do in ids bock except tl-at h does it from the etherise side? 
And, unlike her, with the absu.es we liave seen. 

Uhat kind of concept does Posner liave of American law if he docs not realize t.iat 
'.Ids is the way wo seek to evolve justice, with two sides, not the authoritarian one 

side to which lie is so obviously attached# 

And t: inJfcri'desm of her, mi$ you, from th : very man who took only part of the 
1 Analysis / Work as lias own, limiting Irunseli to the 

work of Failure ''SxsnEfcttostoalyais Associatoo/ a s hi<r o wn r-$hg- part that isTE prooccu 

prosecution, pretrl j ;dilL::; that there as no oth.r side, no defense, and’ hiding also the 

fact that when tlds was judged in tlio Amcriain tray, by a jury, ^cLi\ kee|±s* secret irom 

Ids reader that the jury disag eed with what he said that prosecution case meant and 

-,;ould not convict as 1o " si 1 nf tho x ' huro Analysis jpork, meaxd^?, oi 

€> * 

nrJ^ ^hrr-pn? t~hu Luuk. is b eyomd-nny-^t w a ti n i l ^tjall? 
q'lrL., man has tlicT celleaal colossal gall to criticize anyone else for "raiding 

. h 

doubts about the final repor f ,! xj^ words? 

Whatnn astoundin# denunciation of /the most basic Americanism! 

* / 


450 


Kven morn so when it is remember /^hat ho does this -with all who raise doubts 
about that Report! 

Without spelling it out out l&d, could he Mve stated .ore unequivocally tl^ 

doos-f noth> to tide most basic of African beliefs*, W 1t£ ^ ' 

tno::t sentence roads, in full, "Heagher was a conned leftist, and her poli- 
tics are clear throughout her book." 

Ue'll cone to Xwhat ho says makes her "leftist^but first, did he mention a word 
bout those extremist $ the most extreme of the radical right ho ? uote4_for all the^ 
world as though there was no question about their belief and thojr credibility? 

L^k for example that Hubert Badeaux who sent with his sick book that **»»* 

# 3ayo nudism is coim.dMsm the ii^bredible political propaganda we have see^, that 
the respect conservative democrat U alo Boggs, later a Commission member, was a Communis^? 

and tins from th nan who presented artin Luther King, Jr. 

as a Communist! 

How far is tliat from the racist right extreme? tod he_says M while criticizing 
iicaghe-^ as a “leftist* . 

Ass -ming she said it, and his lack of an end note does not encourage belief that ^ 
he represents it faithfully, he next says, nothing omitted in quoting to here, "She ad#ied 
admitted that when JK'b death'C announced, and before Oswald was arrested, she derisively 
told her fellow workers, ,o,t ^ . . .,,11 see it - ^ 

Which is precisely what did happen! £4 Urt4 

Oswald, from tlie official records themselves an anti-0 onLiuinst^wao^ la *6 

a ^omu*mint thr i 

, j> r , 

(#• »jbhei'&JLo‘ sou 
dbbQ 


4hrP^ 

• ijbiierdX^somGthiuc wrong : with f \ eagher becaue r-hc was correct? 0 n 1./ 7 

*2 Q b f Q ( Tn \ \ T^ » r f though quite accui’atef ) ^^ 

^3 till nothin, omitted in quotiiTg Posner, 'IJhen Oswald was taken into custody 
and Ghc Mora of Ms pro^astro activities and Ms Hussion wife, she knew he was 'framed'." 

Hxcopt for the bite^nding, careerist, upwardly mobile, formulafbook writers kUce 
Posnca? tliere is no basis for believing that indeed Oswald was framed? L jbl> / [^ ‘ , 


Can it possible bo that Posner has done any of the work he claims to have done, 

boasts about, r ally, with all tiiat jass about having to lvindex those twenty— si^ 

volumes holding so many FBI records in facsihiile and he does not know tiiat from the 
- 

very rivet the: FBI clas ified its JFE assassination records as "Internal Security- U3JR- 


Cuba"? 


For l dm nothing fails lil:e correctness. 



■< 

J1 


-t 

Unpleasant as it is, that is the fact in the official evidence itself j&s the 
Po'. ncro of the lit irary world sea no profit or future in faatlifully report v/liat the 
actual evidence is. 

Of the many evidences of tliis tliat we have Vs t seen, Oswald could not be and cannot 
b^placed at the aAndov: from which in the official account he ."fas to liave fired those 
three shot, and the official evidence is tliat he could not have been there. 

jf Can it posssibjy be that without his political blinders, those tliat keep him 
°i£here the money and the greSst prospect of money is, Posner 1 canflt recognized tliat 

' C{/\j\jPcA j 

time and events have proven tliat iA eagher was politically sopldsticated as he, hogtied 
hy liis political beliefs and his ureconceptip^ii, cannot be? 

Hio last sentence, again nothing omitted irom tlii3 ^>age^(419), is, "In Ac cessori e s , 
she charged tliat large numbers of the Dallas poliee were members of 1 right-wing 
extremist organisations, 1 and "Stack she spoke derivisely of the forces behind the 
assassination, including ’American llasi thugs* • 

And here lie finally lias a supposed source note# 


If there was any one thing aboc 


many of those Dallas police 
/\ 'YUrtl'ft (I 


,, / sYYl'W* (I 

tVit was nojfrecret, tliat fl»/as publisly and well knoyj it is tliat tlkxAxg v&rj were member^ 
of such organisations# 

Ifl tho 3 e day at least tliat was comnonpalce, not at all limited to Dallas or tliat 
ar a. 1 tiienT'inCfcnliv ^in the wealthiest and supposedly most liberal of the Washington 
suburbs and I knew members of that police force who were open members of the fuKluxOan 
and of other 


politically extreme-right group/p. 


¥o T ja.ll of IMS ond lialf as much before it P 0 sner has this V )urce note before i - ih 
by a much writing and this one after its "4 1 - . Sylvia A agher , -aeaemc Ac cessories 
after the fact: T'ic Warren dommis. ion, tho authorities,. and the ile.p_u.r _t (dew xork; 
Bobbs-lierrill , 1 %^l ) " Then, "41 .Ibid, pp nd, xxvi; Sparrow, a fter the . Assgsoir.ati 2 . ns , 

I>. 72) 

Tlie/eutence preceding the paragrpali from which I quote above is, "The second book 
tliat damages/ the Wommission was Sylvia “ag^a Keagh^r's A-.ccP essories After the %cj, 11 


and it ia at this point tliat ho liaa his numbed 40 to refer to liis n^tos. Those two 
pc.gQsji in her Foreword are' / ^W4/ the only plncr; A in her book that she Irdamagos' 1 
tliat Report. and herc^uas not lij’e second, either. But there is nothing on either 
of those paces tliat says anyjijild/fc at all about^hnerioan 1-JazA Thugs" bexng 2behind 


the Assasadlination. (t/hat tliat fierce partisan Sparrow said in his Mterary:. 

x *«• ^ 0 y 

ioiidon T > mos Literary ^up; dement oroteio tliat vias l^ter reprinted in the united States 

as a pamphlet pretended to be a book, but a pamphlet in all dimonsions, including 


content, tlmt ^agher says is not worth talon. 1 ; tli- time for. Posner 3ays he read her 
book and a second-hand into pretation is not approproate ;:ithin quotation marks. 


Or, once again, even Posner's notes cannot bo trusted* 

It is at t is point tliat he also condemn^ her indez in a* lengthy footnote. 

In faimesr to Pocncr and for evaluatin'; his writing and liis beliefs, this is it, 
nulling omitted: 


•Because it Is the only index of its kind, Meagher's has been used exten- 
sively, even by the House Select Committee in its reinvestigation. However, 
the author, in reading the twenty-six volumes, made a new card index and 
compared it to Meagher's publication. Her subject index reflects her bias 
that Oswald was innocent. For instance, under her listing for Oswald’s po- 
tential for violence, Meagher does not find a reference until Volume II, and 
lists a total of only twenty-three incidents in the volumes that relate to that 
subject. The author, however, discovered the first supporting reference was 
in the first volume, and there were more than fifty citations just in the fif- 
teen volumes of testimony. There are quite a few other examples in which 
Meagher’s index underplays evidence that incriminates Oswald but meticu- 
lously lists references that tend to exonerate him or raise doubts. That preju- 
dice is critical since the index was marketed as a scholarly undertaking and 
is universally used by researchers. It means those who use the index are 
following each other in making the same mistakes and unwittingly Ignoring 
evidence that buttresses the Commission's conclusions. 


I 


A r -111 point in tit’ tea Ponuor ,”Av<>/thc number of words in rate 1 Commission volumes 

\t/ 

as "mor>. timn a mil H nn- lua words." 'iccluiicully, ten i*dllions is more than one liiillion. 
Put if Ponnor lmon tnere vevn a* ton rlllion, from all the time he 3aya lie stuiiied them 

- o 

arid then itpoxod them, he would not liave said "one." 

, I * 

Posner^ Jblain that h indexed the outre ’twenty-six volume. , explicit here, is far- 
cical from the ignoaancc of the content of those volumes & throughout Ms book, as 

vjo Jiavo seen G iA - agher's inded, as printed, takes up one hundred and f if thy pages, EsfcPh 
f fifty / 

holds linos of type, with each line holding seventy units of type, the extent of 


the i r c *d indexing tliis accomodates is considerable. It represents an enormous labor in 
just acquiidjig 111 -, knowledge and then carding it# Ther is no probability at all tliat 
Posner did all else ho claims to have dons and made anything at all. like a real index, 
lie may have carded what h wanted to use but Iliere is lit 1 likelihood that he did 
anytliin,- ; norc, 

T$io author of / «liic virulently anti-Ou. wald boo': Vbr criticizes licr for basih^ 

i/j -j- 

having the ,; bias Liiat Oswald as iunoe nt, ,r Th^i is rc x/r bus Iiis having "the bias that 
Os aid was guilty is not wrong. 

He uses his Uartogs 1 s non.ee ne about Oswald and violence as a basis for criticising 
her in an admittedly incomplete index, the volume to be indexed making a full and com— 
lete index impos. ible, l(^.th all those failed cards of liiS he give.; noL another 
illustration of how her “index unerplajwjl vidence ^tliat incriminates^ wMch i^d can 
nly tend to do) Osv;alu," < *3> 


alone 



donee 

7 


\Uv* tliis no more is needed to reflect what Posner is really up to here, atill 

arguing Ms case and a t tacking \ all who do not agree with him. 

What Posner really resent is tliat her index is not as blindly partisan from the^rtBf 

right as h would like it to M, ho is also careful to give Ms biased doscMJjpion of 

' U 

of her purpose in her index, tho purpose it did and^oes serve^i^ohor^keep ng Ms alleg 

: 

alleged index *59 Hcnloes$ 


*1 J L 'C 


And vho-o does ho get off coupling that hers is not a dependable index, las is and 
MW tept and continues t,, keep UT& -eerct. *e doss not ij'/o 0>Wse because 
that, too, »oaldV«I«» ri. as additionally dishonest and an authentic fraud: 


The objective of the ihdex is to provide guidance 
to all information in the Hearings and Exhibits of direct 
or indirect importance, according to a rationalized sys- 
tem of classifications. It is hoped that this systematic, 
comprehensive key to all the source material on any 
specific subject will enable scholars to test the as- 
sertions and conclusions in the Warren Report against 
their independent judgment, on the basis of fidelity to 
the source data and impartiality of selection by the 
authors of the Report. 


\l£ at Posner knows and docJnot say is tliat the official investigation itself was 
biased, begimiing iith the presumption of Ossald's lone guili. The -frtcr , in th Report 
cite all tnat t" ends to support the official proconcj/ction as Posner does. Ileagher's 


objective wa-S t:D make wliat else there is in the official e idonce accessible , anz^t hat 

, * 

she docs and there is nob a tl\ing unscholarly about it. Sgc authentic lack oi scholarship, 
as by now is starkly clear, is Posner's. 

His dishonesty pervades all'ji he does. jj^ere his victim is dead. Otherwise he would 


not have dar epf any such blind partisan from his opposite end of the politcal spectrum, 
this man who referred to Martin Luther King, Nobel Laureate, as a Cojanunist! 

-n t is and in many pfdbsef^lirou. ;hout hi; book ^ o p*^ces liimself in the right political 
extreme and his opinions, even if he belives them, can be evaluate by what lie tries to 
Im.^de and does now, where he comes from, pi oi tic Illy as well as intellectually. 


Bi$* again, to Vi t is right and proper for an Ajs&w a American 

Til / 

writer is to tha— e*Fc work of others and present it as his ownzij being careful to take 
cnl H the prosecutorial part and then misrepresenting it as the complete tiling while 
suppressing the part of it that provesjiim wrong in his own prosecutorial brief and then 
to condemn as partisan, as 11 leftist 11 , those who write the other sideo ^rsuasively and 
honostl; , so honestly i^eagher in her very title accused the Commission of being "accessories 
aft r tit; fact 1 ' in the JPk assassination. And she did it in a book that lias not beenSofu- 


ted. Not by him, certainly. 


4‘JOil 


u '} jy should I have? That book, th full title of which he omits to be able to hide 

th subject to contrive tliis phony criticism, i£ about the Uarren Report® it is net 

about the UswaldoJ^t in titled, Uhitewash: She Repor t on the Warren Report. 

ill though Posner here oJcips about, 1 did not in tliat book and I continued to report 
ahto\xi Hew 1 ork Ijnv wrA ditnx 

fjliat was relevant in the book I wrote ^TTot the bo?lt Pinner wants it believed all should 


have written. 


456 . 


Ms book tiiat ho wa says in the only real biogr phy of Oswald. 

^ jj 

Hung up on his j^af rnnrat contrived interpretation of the ^ juvenile report on Oswald 
as an unruly boy when he and his mother liv.d in ^ew fork, |tosner criticizes me for 
Wv\ sayin ec^tlieir period in hew York ^'by writing, In August, 1952, Oswald and Ms mother 
moved to i4 ew York City whec an older married son by her first marriage also lived.'^he 
criticism of tliis tiniest i.'ouldVi)e .^aesan* of them all is that I did /$ot even inform 
the reader tiiat Marguerite and Lee lived with the Pics." (Page 1l) b b A, 


Tup jcigGs later, when he is into his artogs fantasy, he criticizes me in another 

n$te, "Harold Weisberg tckl 3 o<jf the tests but does not quote any of ^artogs' conclusions." 

Here he does not cite where I wrote that. He had ^ a good reason, as good a reason as 

^ ipa/t-d jj 

he could possibly liave. Hd heifTie would have directed the reader to what in order to 


contrive his fictitious "solution," tli t Oswald was a boZ/assaasin, accoring; to iTis 

f /OiH SsLujL t-rVH 1 


fk 


lud ur 


interpretation of wliat Zartogs "concluded j he had to suppress"Twm the ^tanission's ) 
ffi Teport. n say 3 tiiat Posner is e tircliA wrong in liis psycliiatric .concoctions. And, what 
ho herd clu^ffCis a continuation of wliat ho crixicized me tor in the eaii hL er note , iiartogs, 
the lone slirink iff Posner's version, uaS not tiiat at all, as wliat 1 here quote rom wliat 

/vr* W cUtri 

I actually wrote, wliich is not W/fat Posner represents, ar -t i i e roirip ■ mn - fie cT 



A b he grew, Oswald was an inoonsi stent student. Sometimes 
earned "A^s", but more often, especially when older, poor marks. 

He had a lifelong problem with spelling. In August 1952, Oswald and 
hla mother moved to Net# York City, where an older, married son by 
her first marriage also lived. Oswald became a persistent truant 

and the object of study by social service agencies. 

examines x° e ® eva1 ^® testimony from the trained people who 

examined Oswald because of his truancy. These included Dr Renatua 

wlth°reat)Bnt S t^ 0 ^rt a * r i^^i 8 ^^^* * Although not necessarily all 

° b* we re °obser ved ln^a^York 

J ed 4070,10 fc e predict tha outbursts of violence 
whloh finally occurred." (R382) violence 

n„n "Contrary to reports that appeared after the assassins. 

SsKald ws y^anM 1 eXamina ! :lon dld not lQilc “ to that Lee 
swala was a potential aBsaaein, potentially dangerous, that 

thft h« k ih 0k i s n h li f e stron 6ly paranoid overtones', or 
that ho should be Institutionalized." (R379) 

f . P A “ore reoent psychiatric examination of the adult Oswald i 3 in 
^ h « fr C ^ iS8l n n 8 1 f 0C ° rd b «t avoided in the Report. While in the So- 
thot f? 1 ’ 0s " a l d attempted suicide. He was hospitalized and at 

Th^ t DSTChiatri^ j90ted i tO 4 thro0 daya of Payahjatric observation. 
othe?s ? Sffi). COn ° 1USlon Haa that waa Anot dangerous to 





(The Cor.uiis^ion's panel of psychiatric experts evaluated it3 information, in- 

c’.udin.j al from j^rtog3, for on entire day. f|je Commission had its court reporter 

there. Tlie deliberations were taken down verbatim, the tv-anscript as lias long been 
- * 

available, and with the label "Commission transcripts" on that file drawer with but a 
single file cabinet between it and one of those in which Posner worked, it was 
available to liim had he wanted it. But if he load heeded it, he would not have been 
ablo toYrito this bool:. So, he ignored it.) 


.4 


The sentence fol‘ owing the one Posner quotes on liis page 11 leads into what I in 

JLw ox 

fact (lid report, onlj) not as 'Posner v/puld Ixwa ^lilced me to rpport it. Thatyentence 
lends into what I quote fro;.: the ^port, not from Hartogs alone, the Re por^dr awing 
on what he alone rST what the "socia^ervice agencies" said abouijoswald, the little boy. 

Posner's problem is that the official conclusions are the^xact opposite of his 
contrivance on which bin enti.-e hoked-up DSsolution is based, that a 3 of tliat boyhood 


tine Oswald was clearly indicated ~qc a coming assassin. The Report, which sought to 
prove tlial Oswald iiad a history of violence, not onjy could not do that, it sai^ the exact 

opposite of wliat almost thirty yoaST s latex* Posner made up. The Commission did have a panel 

* 

of psychiatric experts assess al: the information, iil/xluding wliat /jar togs reported. x ts 
conclusions are i.t conclusions of tlios^xperts. The words of the Report could be 
more oe f- plotot l completely the op.osito of wlia ; Posner made up in saying of ^/artogs in 
particular, a: I wrote in Pago 10 of Whitewash (he cited only page c j)"tlie psycliiatric 
examination did not indicate tliat Lee Oswald was a potential assassin." Not even tliaf he 
was "/ot entially dangerous." ^jf 

Tne question liero is not what meat tliis wchuld-bo literary U aesar eats but wliat 

befits Listcad of meat. The moat is wliat f quoted fully and correctly, Uhat is not 

.eat at all but is th literary / equival nt of LSD is Posner's fantasy that II rtogs 

forecast Oswald's alleged career as an alleged assassin. 

?cfy^ J \A 

What is no less a self -indictment in these contrived criticisms of my writing is 

% U 

that Poster misrepresent.* v;liat 1 was writing a out. f'e ordains, tliis minuscule would— be 
literary Caesar, that all' see mid wrAt-? as ho does, tie ays lie writes aiout Oswald 

r j 

when in r.alAty he writer about an Oswald he yuagines and thus all writing is about Oswald. 

p uAtfwy t** ® * ft • — .. 

What he misrepresntr is the L LugU^rotiir-r • ofwy bod -2 til aM is not on Oswald at all. It is 
on the Commission. Tlic subtitle could not be more specific, ^The ^eport on the Warren 
Soport/^Out even if tliis were not true, Prj^her still entirely misrepresents wliat iHjrote. 
Lut il lxo had not, if lie liad cited wliat he pretends to ^ refer to, he would have directed 
attention to v/liat entirely disproves the entire basis of liis <1 ini to fame and fortune. 
Iiilh the Commission and its panel of real not Posnerian psycliiatric t experts stated 


firmly, unequivoc Uy, tliat Posner’s book i3 based on a deliberate misrepresentation 




Here Podner hoists l&mself on liic o .n : etar<1« cannot claim not to have knowledge 

of what he criticises me for i^jriLbin.;. 3o he blows tha !; under vastly improved conditions, 

tlio very best, professional shooters of all could not duplicate the feats attributed to 

Grrwald# If Posner had been honest and hac^oported either the official testimony and 

exhibits on t-iis or had not misrepresented what I wrote about it in my first boo^ he 

yv+l f Ih+t' 

VA;ould have h-.d no book bcc use lie insists jOs .• aid Has the only shQ_otcr, that there was 

no conspiracy. Posner met tliat problem as he did all others, with overt dishonesty# he 

ontir ly suppressed the official account of tho official tests, he omit my reporting 
K 

of those esults and he inst .atl diverts by his false accusations against me# 

In V/liitewach 


'l 


of the real Ocuald as a boy f aft£==e ±p.cc a £jiar tigrt# 

lie then criticises me in another note (page 20 ) , writing, "Harold Weisberg states 
that Oswald 1 a marksmanship. •• was poor, ••ft-" Unce again , no£ citation of where I said that# 

* A 

And on e again Posner liad the best of reasons# It is in the chapter "The i^arksman" from 
the same, my first book, pages 24-330# It is here tliat I r- ported Dean Andrews 1 dissertation 


to t e Commission on the requirements of good shooting JJrbased" on my five years as an 
ordnance man in the ^avy# "(pages 24-5) I follow this with^hat Posner had to excise to 
se vo his special dininforrnational purposes, The sentence he outdated from page 25 


reads, in full,fcr with what Posner censored out underscored^ r^ada* "Oswald's marlcs- 
i^anship in Ih ^ari.ics Corns, several years ear lie - , was poor, despite the efforts of tB e 
He port to establish otherwise * " iff V A ^ 

h~ I then refer ‘ed to and quoted the official Marines Corps evaluation of Oswald as a 
f "rather po r shot" and 1 refer to the Comiiission * s own interpretation of the tests done 
for it by the best rifleman in the country^ provided by the National Rifle Association# 

I go into till, in detail in NhIVKi AGAIN! but here I do show tliat they could not, in the 
official test tliat for all his riding and indexing Posne * somehow managed not to report, 
dupliate the shooting attributed to Oswald, (page 26) 

T be last thing in the world Pc^onor wanted to direc? readers to - or in the event 
that ^andom House liad a peer review, as it did not, naturally - subject-matter experts 
to, is the offi cial ^arinc Corp evaluation Oswald as a "rather poor 1 shot^l " I 
rJjjinted that in facsimile in tliat clmpter, the entire report "% direction of the 
u ommandnnt of thr-^jarine Corps." Oswald fired one point above the’^very minimum required 
of^ all in the ervicos, scoring 191 • Here is the official I'^-ines evaluation oVer which 
Posner prefers the opinion of tliat good ol* boy Sergeant Zalims 


The Marine Corps considers that any reasonable application 
of the instructions given to Marines should permit them to 
become qualified at least as a marksman. To become qualified 
as a sharpshooter, the Marine Corps is of the opinion that 
most Marines with a reasonable amount of adaotabili* \* to 
weapons firing can become so qualified. Consequently, a low 
narlcsaian qualification indicates a rather poor “shot" and a 
iharpshooter qualification indicates a fairly good ’’shot" . 

I t *ust the foregoing wiP serve the purpose of your inquiry. 

* \ 



although we here focus on Posner's formula of attacking all others to make himself 

/ W 

p >ear to morn than he is by seer dug to diminish them and to undermine theirViting 

the eby, it should not bo overlooked that in thse o^UaeiaSsTiaseless criticisms he 

nn lm of my very first bool; he records the fact of liis intended dishonesty with what is 

the very basis of his otm tyjok: Or- aid r, the born assassin and Oswald, tlie superior 

of Wild Bill Uickock, < Annie Oakley and all others as a rifleman when he was in fact 

; 

so lousy a shot not to got lacked (jut of the Corp his friends 4 scored him with hits 
--hen in fact he missed and thus phonied up a bare minimumjx passing score. PosneV-, if not 
from hi" own so often boastod of work pinion without question from my citations of the 
official evidence in the very passages he quotcpeloctivley, omitting what exposes liim 
as the fraud he is: Oswald was not the "ar preordained a3s"”assin# Posner says u artogs 

o* I 

concluded he was and Oswald was in fact a louc^ shot ancli HatPj*T not been the shooting 
the Commission - 

fattfibutcS to him is ' impossible for anyone. 

The deliberateness of Posner's dishonesty could not hnv been better establishcd- 

A ! 


by Posner liimself. . , A, ,v6l 


ft 




H 


is not from / fecdin, on wholesome meat that poor puny Posner who would be 

■the S ir aecar of assassination writers cane Up with these, li ±3 critical~^rof crences to 
y llsU— AtM&vUjr / // , j ^ _ is * / 

me otiier thaif* the 011 c that follows; 


In 1966, Harold Weisberg published Whitewash, the first in- 
depth attack on the Warren Report. 25 Weisberg, who later pub- 
lished another five books on the case, was a former Senate 
investigator who had been dismissed for possibly leaking infor- 
mation to the press. Robert Blakey said his “rhetoric was so ob- 
scure, his arguments so dependent on accusation rather than 
logic, the effect of [his] work was to make complex issues con- 
fusing." 28 V'V 



Posner's nou. ee note iidto the Blakey uoT^IT} ^ j -jives ho source ii b. Ids calculated 

slur or- al e calculated dishonesty, liardlj what most writer^ include as credentials for 
the writing they cite, fe^innin;; at the very be^innin^, Posner is in varying degrees 


. * 


inaccurate aiW- deliberately prejudicial. 

as the cop&^oriehT page of VJliit cuasli discloses, it as first published in 18&5, 
ifeat not in 1966. 

Tljat 1 had been a reporter, an investiga ive reporter, an intelligence analyst 
as a WP ftorldj/far II soldier and as a civilian, a trouble-shooter in an agency of 

';hem, the QSS, is not to Pooner qualification for the work I did in writin g Whit ewash* 

ifH . 0 , u3>i 

i/Srt does Posner give no source for wliat - ho -wooLs to prtray me as undependable^ as 

fa 

a "leaker" when he obviously has a source? His citation is not to that at all. Her'source, 
but not for his istortionfc .may well liave been me. I had no tiling to leak and I leaked 

nothing. /4s for t^at Bajlkey quotation, Pooner also laie.;, from me if not ffom his 

I , /Wl 

supposed research, t flat was the- credited source of dpaperSi rom coast to ce»te coast 

/ <W -*A- cl**\*f * 

of critici-sms what ^alkey waa c5feg doinflr'aiT’the honcho of the House assassins 
ur«e fkj / / 

coi.ii:iittee~3S?r5w. was a l i ve , while he ran it, and he ne never once iiad ai^response or 
contradicted a single tiling I acid. Blakey began each, committee s^S^ssion with what lie 
styl<\l j*c a "narration" of wliat tliat hearing w ould loo - at . In each and every case, so 
far from intending to conduct' a real investigation was Blakey, he ticked off his 
selection of what critics wrote and then deviled tliat day's hearins to refuting it. 


400 


jJ. 


,7>U 0 ^ 

With ^i-siflgtg^exce tionJ ^ ncver 0il f ;e mention my name or quoted any of my books 
for refutation. 

ii/ 

Uhen I was tb source of public criticism of Blakey to which he could not r /spend, 
•dint else would one ezepet Uim to say and how h dtoest is citing *>im referring to me? 

I on o gave the 3t. Louis Post Dus patc h official records tliat Blakey was supposedly 
investigating and sup Tesscd. Thfl^xapcr got a series of four pa&p — one articles from those 

At 

records, sensational articles it also syndicated a/'Ql were published widely. With this 
and with me cited by name as th sojuce of/Criticsm of ldm in the i; ew York Time s, the 




ia. h ngton Post and in other papers , and when Blakey could not fault a shi. ;le thing 

W 

I said, lie was reduced to disap. roval of my \ritinr and of the book tint is today^tSsed as 

a college text. -1 

\ that / 

knowing this did not moan, of course ,\#fej/Posner had to use it. There is no 
compulsion tint writers toll the truth, a freedom he exercises extraordinarily often 
in bis book. 

yt 

Notice Posner 1 s word, for "posoibl., loalp.ng*** vi ho ever heard of anyone being fired 
for what in "possible^ % wing the truth he did not oven say "allegedly," And knowing 
that I liad then and for several years been that cowiiittee’s editor, he says I was still 
cm4j investigator *» One an imagine that in his work an investigaJ or can learn secrets to 
leak, '"'lib' but bot the editor of the p ublic record* Uho had no secrets to leaks asyfch*^" 
committee itself liad none* 

I was no : even f ,d "fired*" I worked f#r the ^ Senate but I as not on the 

Senate payroll. I was certified by the clafck of thp Jenate to reprc5 ent it in the 

f rffluJW - If ^ 

Bloody jjurlan tr ial Ijyr tte. department of Justice,) which borrowed me from the Sel/ate 
to help it there* But even then I was not on the Senate’s payroll j which was public. 

I was actually an executive^ngency employee and on tliat payroll. I \:as tho’oiec administra 
ti Hi assistant to the Director of the Farm Security Administration* Uhen I was relieved 
of my donate duties I could have reTumed to that job* \Jhen I elected not to do tliat and 
instead to return to writing, the /ommittee delayed my being returned to the FSA for 
several months in an effort to 'T^/mo for some Ox the inordinate *4 unpiad overtime I’d 


MOW 


been putting in forr^caro# 

A 

A1 though I continued to edit the Gommitteo*3 ho, trini^/v/hen 1 was in Kentucky on 

^rlan fl case, I did get behind in the appearance of the books of hearings# 


that "bloody 

i 

Hot far belling but khe'j .;o re delayed# borne of the newer me«n mebers of “fclie. committees 

- * 

atafi’, those who sought to uso that un a cm-riculua vita to move up.iard with it, were 
qnxiouc for the cor.md.ttee to reuse to c:dst. It was not a standing committee and its life 
the- of ore had to bo renewed by the Senate with each new Congress, every two years. 

, &H 

To this end they want -iq no to rush the h-arings, without correcting inao' uraexos. 

4 1 

focau. that "civil liberties* conuittce was doing historically important work - it 
even l*ad to a radical cliange in corporate labor relations ,k one tliat contributed to on 
•normous expansion of the economy, I would not publish an inaccurate record. 3o, those 

-4 

careerists ;erc anxious l*o oust me 

at Lli j; a mo time the chairman believed, probably correctly, that t^. j . committee J.s 
continuation would interfere witli his campaign c outributi one from wealthy corporations# 


Ho believed lie iiad gotten all the )oliticaTla»le^ "benefit he could hope for and tliat if 

the committee continued with the work it was doing it would be hurtful to him politically# 

Ending the committee meant cancellation of the planned inv estigation of the abuses 

Ao 

of Vast corporate farms in California# The wo a la re farm workers they abused^ mercilessly 
iwere" noiT^iQ^ Chicanes or illegals from Aer ico# They were the Oklalioma and Arkansas 
fanners xmX their families who liad been wiped out by the dust storms of that era# 

They wer then referred to as "01d.es '/4 s A fcrieS. 

Believing that the planned investigation was important to the country, I openly 
^lobbied for its continuation for those scheduled hearings. In that I v/as allied with 
one of uhe John Lewis- ^nitec/ Atine Wrokers &oion ^"legislative representatiives , " the 
effective loSbyis lobbyist the late Gardner "Pat" Jackson# &&id f over even y‘Io:esident 
fVanklin ^elano Roosevelts objections, we succeeded. The Senate did continue tliat 

-T* -P , 

committee's life for that investigation# 

One of my off icialy^bsponsibili ties as the committee's editor was to make the public 
record available to those who \i anted access to it. In those clays so long before xeroxing. 


when aftor the committee's public hearings I had th stenographic transcript of each 


session set in type at the Government printing Office, I had extra galley proofs" made, 
ceiled "pulled," Some oft thos W proofs I mailed regularly. One of the reporters to 
whom I was told 'to mail them was, not then liavihg changed his name, Isidore Weinstein, 
air the d e v/ York Pest. Iszy 5 tone, having changed hi.: name later p became famous as I.F.Stone. 


lie then became and ho remained a friond.There were also college professors wEFto whom I 
was told to mail sets of proofs. I recall one was at ^otre £ame. And then the "asjjington 
reporters lame in to r ad them in my of '.'ice, <is did citizens with no need, with only the 
de ire to study tlv. hearings beforo the books of them ape ared. 

^oia: this was part of jay officially-assigned dutieos and I did it for three yq_ars. 
Sonotimos one of my superiors would send a report^o me. or tell me to mail a set of 
galleys to those they told me to and, of course, I did that. 

One day oho of ay superiors sent a reported to my office so 1 could show him the 
galleys of a hearing air ady held but not yet, p ri nted in book form. It was on vf at then 

' /} {u U. CvnvtHrJfof" 

was koowns as tli Indus tiial-Gonf^rence hoard, i tinem. name has since been s hortene d . 
one of the &-*i haiiy eriiibits in that hearing was a letter from a then Mineral Motors 
vice /resident whose name , /Tarry undersoil, I still remember. In it lie told his beard 
associates from various of thc r "lagr lai'ger corporation^ with labor Ijrou bles that they 
needed a "Clack ^ogi on." Tliat was a Michigan band of ^terrorism's who really terrorized, 
live Id [ling by ldldin , those who led or support ed efforts to unionize the autAo plants. 

Tliat stiry was published by a, labor news syndicate. x t led to an .s-rbas embarrassing 
uproar, as did much in the public record. Xt as a completely acaurata story based o n .the 
publ ic rc-uord jfonly . iihat was officialv the pnblic record. It was not only my responsibility 
to give anyone access to it, in this instance I had been divectod to do tliat. 

It was over tliis tliut my detail from the FSA to tliat coiuiiittee was ended. Cut even 

t t, -/ . 

the/ because .-ill involved imew wliat they were doing and n6re ashamed', tha±xhax±Hgx 
because of the quality of the work ^ edited and published and because I of the great 

.1 ? Uv* 1 ■ f c r t i--~ 

.rnount of (Unpaid overtime I liad put in to acheive tliat quality. That is why the end of 

c? ( 

my detail was delayed f ccT months, montlis in which “ ciuld seek a writing connection. 


tyll ft 



investigative repes^da^ reporting was not without inter- 
^ composing , 

est a s ere *, utials to on not >^pvT n/i n. ?rovi nations on a theme by H-.rtogs. Toe first 

xj ^ _ — 

of a eerie;: on/?ard eia-telW^t^r interfc *qpee with th sia pre-Pearl Harbor war 

&fait/'tU44 _ M A 

x?ao l»m oil in viti :g by the bite House # i several cabinet members ^Including the 

jht~ 

;r tnrv for bar am! eveny. Edgar Hoover himself. Some of tlie corporatio ns I 


then Seer 


exposed were taken ever after those stories appeared as alien property. Before I com- 

hritioh 

plotcd tliat icrios I became oja unrx?dcs±ErEd agent in econordc warfare at the 


sn • .o.-Zion of the ^opartneut o Justi e. ft therefore did not charge md with being an 
unregistered affaont^ 


A 


Hb if there be those who b lieve I did wrong to lobby for the committee’s contin- 


uation, wldok the Senate did vote, so that itTSEl could investigate? those lidrrible 
conditions of those dispensed farmers mostly from Oklahoma and Arkansas, they can 
decide for tliomselvos whether in fact f served ^bhc nation’s interest in it by recalling 
cither the book of the movie, 11 T lie ^ rarres of U rath. They depict faithfully what the 
conunittee exposed. 

As Posner knew. But as lie did no say, preferring Ids snoaky dirtiness of that 
contrived slur. 

The little man who gets smaller and smaller in my mind as I think of liim has that 
enormous ego he cannot satisfy any way other than by seeking to diminish those whose 
work he cannot equal so that at least in hts own eyes he an app aisVto be larger than he 

, H 1 

by any ^Lstandrard - other tlian^dishonesty. 

' // wTftf 

What Case Closed lia3 i3 l »Wh ign at all Hew'i It has what is lit £ rary tlieivery 


is 


distortion, nisre presentation and conscious suppression of what is public as it£ basis. 

To tliis, knvroing f ' 11 welljf that he is a fraud, Posner adds, as he did with that 

r>- 

niaxi of remarkable bravery and accomplishment , Simof Wiesenthal, deliberate defamation 
of tlioce ho regwrds as competed. tors and who in fact publisher/ work Ids cannot survive 

comp;irison with. 

Aided and abetted as lie was by Random House and tho CIA and by the absence of any 
/egtimiat peer review^ a^L the imposition on thc~t«r r trust of famous writers also pub- 
lished by Random Housojaad by the massive advot'te£iiig and public relations campaign and 
the widesoread sate of ancillary rights throughout the -weri worldyami by the unquestion- 
ing lusty support of tho major meda^yand by so many other forces v/ho saw ^f^^o 
them or to their interests in this monumental fyaj-d tliat because- such a success in 
deceiving and misleading more people than any other book suppsosedly on the JPK 

i Vo A*t-t**, 

b rive^d emcaning 


assassination ever did. 


J\aJ 

/J.1 c ont rive / d emeaning and deprecation of those eid - fecs who had been 


critical of the CIA, as I load been, nfeb obviously were part of Ids payback to it for 
all it dfd to help him and his book. 


As£ whal ib did to help 3 lira and his book is without precedent in its entire history# 
III violation of its charter'; i prohibition of any introniom into domestic fa affairs 
by it. it helped him immoss -roablii and he paid it back i.itli liis attacks on others 
not n its teat. 

* *? 

And 30, for tliis anu for ohtor r asons, Iznowing full well wliat he as doing, Posner 
undertook liis successful rewriting of our history in which, no netheless, the cases 
is not closed* 


